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This report erasiines the scholastic achievement of 
132 students vho transferred froa Long Beach City College (LBCC) to 
the University of California (UC) for the 1972-73 school year. 
Findings show that LBCC transfers to all branches of the university 
compare favorably with all community college transfers at OC. 
Statistics also reveal steady improvement in scholastic achievement 
by LBCC transfers over the past several years irith regard to: CPA 
earned at LBCC prior to enrollment at DC (3.17 vs. 2.85) , 6PA earned 
at the university (2.93 vs. 2.46), and an increased percentage of 
students achieving a "B" average or above (^4 percent vs. 26 
percent) . Generally, statistics related to scholastic performance of 
LBCC transfers generate a story of successful achievement, stfidents 
who initially qualify for DC on graduation from high school but defer 
enrollment and attend LBCC first are receiving good preparation for 
university vork. Tables and graphs representing the statistical 
findings are included in the report. (AH) 



SO 099 088 

AUTHOR 
TITLE 



INSTITDTI08 
PUB DATE 
NOTE 

EDSS PRICE 
DESCRIPTORS 



IDENTIFIERS 
ABSTRACT 



BEACH comNir; college dxstbict 

LQSR} BEACH CXTI COLLSCffi 



SCHQL^IC ACHXEVEMENT OF imm L.B.C.G. MUnSKTS 
EKTERINQ THE UHIVESSITI OF CALIFORNIA 
imxm THE ACAC^G XEiA 1972-73 



Qeorgd L. Becker 
Xastltutional Besearcb OStloo 
June, 1974. 



Soholastie .AehievaDent of Fomsr L.B.C.C. Studontd 
SnterlDg the thiverslty of California 
During tbe Aeadendo fear 19^*73 

i&S^fiSSSfi^* A&nuallar tho Cbiversity of (^Hfbr&ia Office of fiolaUons 
With Schools sends to the college a report of sctolastic perfbrioanoe of 
new U3CC transfers attei^iag tho Itoiversity. The report consists of a 
coii?>ut-jp printed sianBary of grades for foioor students at each braxMsh 
CBopaa enrolling one or isore LBCC transfers, and some canparatlva infor- 
maUon regarding transfers from all California Coaaaunity Colleges. It 
ie the intent of this study, to analyase the individual grade reports 
furnished by tho I&iversity in an attempt to evaluate the scholastic 
perfonaance of former I«BCC students entering one of ei^ eaa^es of 
the l&iversity of California during the 1972-73 school year. 

Content and fonaat of tho I&iversity»s report was drastically changed 
with the inauguraUon of the »^uarter system" in 1966, and a novo toward 
coB5>uterized reporting techniques. In the process of developing these 
techniques, in4ividual canoes of tho Ooiversity devised slightly 
differing methods of reporting statisUcal grade infonaaUon. Some 
oas^puses report grvle infoimaUon for fall quarter entrants only; others 
include transfers entering throuf^ut the year. Variations in grading 
practices within the university system also couqplicate aiy attampt to 
analyze the performance of former stiaients at tho Ifeiversity. The 
Santa Cruz Caag>«s, for exaii9>le, evaluates scholasttc achievement on a 
pass/fail basis only. At Berkeley, the level of achievement is more 
precisely defined with the use of + and - grades, which also enter into 
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tha grade point average calculaticas. la spite of these dlscrepencies, 
tho xffliversity report presents scholastic iaformation which provides 
a reasonable insigjit into the performance of fomer LBCC students at 
tho Ibiversity of California. 



te^^asa. Names of one-hundred and thirty-two (132) transfers to the 
tfeiversity of California were included in the 1972-73 progress report 
to tho College. A subsequent search of the LBCC Admissions Office files 
yielded st^ent folders for almost all of the trdnsfers reported. Only 
four names were not matched with a corresponding I^C folder. Having 
ascertained that each transferee was indeed a fomer LBCC student, by the 
esdstenoe of a student folder, the research office staff recorded aca- 
demic achievement information from each folder for coii9)anBon with tho 
stiaiont's aehievffli^t at tho Ctoiversity. tfeing the student's declared 
major at tho University as a guide, or in the absence of this information 
the prevalent departoent noted in the student's course listing, grades 
earned in related course work at LBCC were recorded for cong)arison with 
grades earned in major course work completed at tho Dfaiversity. If a 
former student, for example, was Usted as an engineering major at the 
l&iversity, all grades earned in mathemaUce, physical sciences, and 
engineering courses at LBCC were recorded for comparison with those 
grades earned at the University in similar course work. Information 
recorded frcaa the folders, and the statisUcal data trom tho Chiverslty's 
report have been tabulated and summariaod in a series of tables and 
figures for this report. 



Table 1 presents scholastic perfonaaaco data on 1972-73 LBCC transfers 
to tho Ifaiversity of California hy Campus, figures shown are the msnber 
and percent of entrants, the cianulative grade point average earned at 
LBCC, the grade point average at tho Ifaiversity (all courses taken 
during the three quarters; Pall 1972, l^ter 1973, Spring 1973), the 
differential between grade point average at UC and LBCC, cumulative 
units earned, percentage earning below a "C" average, and the percentage 
earning a "B" average or above. These data are grouped acccLding to the 
transferees eHgibility to enter tho University on gradual > ^ fr«a high 
school! those ^3.^gj.b^e for tho IMversity at the tiae of hiP/ school 
graduation, those Ap^^^b;^e at that tine, and for both groups combined. 

Table 2 depicts the academic achievement of Long Beach City College 
transfers to tho University during 1972-73 in cmparison to students 
fton California ComjBunity Colleges in general. 

Table 3 suraaarizes inforaation similar to that shown in Table 1 over a 
nine year period. As a word of cauUon, it should be noted at this 
point, prior to 1966-67 UC grade point averages were based on first 
semester perfonnance only. Since 1966, W grade point averages have 
been based on all courses taken during any of the three quai-ters. 
figures 1-3 graphically illustrate some of the data summarized in Table 3, 



Table 4 presents a detailed tabulation of grades earned by LBCC transfers 
to tho I&iversity by instructional area. The figures are tabulated 
according to X departmental course identifierc, but displayed in an 



LBCC divisional prganizatioa. Table 5 indicates by rank order, the 
grade point averages earned in instructional areas enrolling a irHMim^ 
of 30 LBCC transfers. 



TaUe 6 shows the relationship between grades earned at LH^C and the 
Ifaiversity in courses defined within the major study area. Since the 
number within each major is frequently anall, the validity of the data 
at this level is quesUonable. As a group, however, or at the LBCC 
division level where some larger groupings are found, the figures achieve 
some degree of respectability. 

IMiJg£. As reported by the University of California, the number of 
LBCC transfers to tho Ifaiversity \t&a 132 for the acadeiaic year 1972-73. 
Of this number, 71, or 54 percent, were eligible to enter iho Dbiversity 
at graduaUon fsm high school, although th^ did not choose to do so; 
26 (20^) were sst eligible to enter the University at graduation. The 
remaining 35 (26^) were probably ineligible also, as they were admitted 
to the l&jiversity in 1972-73 by "special action" of the admissions office. 
Only those transfers charged to Long Beach City Collego (this excludes 
those admitted on "special acUon") enter into the statistical calcu- 
lations reported tho Ifaiversity. The general observations concerning 
LCCC transfers to tho University of California that follow are based 
upon the statistical data reported liy tho tfaiversity, and suomariaed by 
the college research office in a series of tables and figures appended 
to this report. 



Six of every ton l^BCC transfers to tho Ifaiversity last year, 
or 61 percent, enrolled at a branch oas^ within easy connaitinff 
distance to Long Beach, either UCLA or \JC Irvine. (Table 1) 

On the average, LBCC transfers entered tho I&iversity vith a 
grade point average slightly above a "B" (3.17) in a).3 q-artor 
tmits of transferable credit (53 semester units), and during the 
acad«aic year earned nearly a "B" avera&o (2.93) in 36.^ qSrter 
\jnite. (Table 1) 

Among the transfers to CC >&o vfere charged to LBCC, four of 
every ten (44j) earned a "B" average or higher; approximateSy 
one in ten 18^; earned a grade average below a "C". (Table l) 

An analysis of scholasUc performance by W canqjus suggests that 
rormer LS^C students encountered the greatest difficulty (grade- 
wise) at X Santa Barbara. Only 18 percent of the transfers 
earned a "B" grade or hi^er as ccaapared to U percent for all 
LBCC transfers university-wide. (Table l) 

On a percentage basis more LBCC transfers attemling Berkeley 
e^erienced difficulty earning at least a "CS grade. Oa the 
other hand, however, one of every two LBCC transfers to UC 
Berkeley earned a "B» grade or above. (Table l) 

As a group, the achievement of LBCC transfers to all branches 
of tho Ifaiversity compares favorably with the achievement of 
all community college transfers at UCs Percent "B" average or 

below "C" -.8$ vs. 10%, and ^diversity 
(SPA— 2.93 vs. 2.79, respecUvsly. (Table 2, Hgure 3) 

A comparison of LBCC transfers and an community college transfers, 
wto were eligible to enter tho I&iversity at high school graduation, 
but did not enter untU 1972-73, indicates that LB 0 eligible 
transfers achieved at a significantly higher acadoaic level than 
t^eir all-community-college counterparts Percent "B" average or 
SS?^®rS^ ^* ^""cent below »C" -o^ vs. 85^, Ifeiversity 
QFiU.-3.05 vs. 2.85, respeoUve3y. On the other hand, however, 
the reverse was true for LKJC inoHgible transfers. (Table 2) 

A review of tho scholastic performance of LKJC transfers to the 
Itoiversity over the past several years suggests that LBCC 
transfers s have steadily raised the CPA earned at LBCC prior 
to university enrollment (3.17 vs. 2.85), havo gradually in- 
creased the CPA earned at tho University (2.93 vs. iTZS, have 
increased the percentage of stud3nts achieving a "B" avei»age or 
abovo {M vs. 26%), and have decreased the percentage of 
transfers earning below "C" (19^ vs. 8%). (Table 3, figures 1, 2) 

Since 1967-^, the differential between the grade point average 
earned LBCC transfers at the Ifaiversity and the grade point 
average that they earned at LBCC has remained fairly stable and 
within the narrow range of -0.18 and -0.26. (Table 3, Figure 3) 



An analysis of grades earned by LBCC transfers to tho Ifeivoraily, 
distributed by instructional ai-ea, revealed that 1,357 ^des 

earned 128 transfers, (Santa Cruz st\adents were not in- 
cluded). Of the 1,357 grades 62 percent wre either "A" or "B", 
only 4 percent were "F", and A percent were »D". (Table 4) 

Highest subject-area grade point averages (30 or noru grades 
issuod) were earned by LBCC transfers in fine Arts subjects-- 
Music (3.34), ax^ Art (3.29) topped the list, lowest subject- 
area GrA was a respectable 2.49 i? wathenatics . (Table 5) 

An analysis of the scholastic po: . .laance of LBCC transfers to 
tho University, i4ien organized by student major, yields little 
additional data. Grade point averages are practically identical 
for the respective cumulative CPA, Although the number of 
students within each major is too ijnall to yield conclusive 
evidence, it may be of some interest to note the wide range in 
OPA differential ai^ng major study areas— (40.10 to -0.87) . 
(Table 6) 



Cppap^t^^ an<^ O^Seryq^o^s. Statistical data related to scholastic 
performance of Long Beach City College tranrfers to tho Ifeivorsity of 
California in 1972-73 generate a story of successful achievement. On 
the basis of grades earned, LBCC transfers to tho Ifoiversity, as a group, 
compare favorably with CaHfomia Co^naunity College l£-transfers in 
general. Students who choose to defer enrollment in tho Ifoiversity to 
a later date, and pursue their academic goals at LECC first, may rest 
assured that they have made a sound decision. As transfer students 
before have demonstrated, they too will receive the training essential 
to success at the university level. 
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Biolojgy 
fiaotoriology 
fibvironioantal Sciooeo 

Idfe Sdesoo Ato. 


17 
2 

(^) 


3.04 
2.87 

3-00 


2.93 
2.89 

2.94 


Ihglneeringt 
Mathemticst 
FfayeiesI Scisaooei 

Chcaiotry 

PlXjrsics 

n^sic^ Scionod 

l^sical Science Avo, 
Division Ave. 


3 

2 
1 

(40) 


2.42 
2.70 

2.25 
2.50 

2.40 
2.84 


3.04 
3.54 

3.12 
2.75 

3.0;? 

3.0Ji 


MiscolleuDcoudt 
Optometry 

rnysical ivducatiOD 
Public Health 
unaeoXfiTGa 


1 

2 

1 
2 


3.57 
3.67 
3.20 
3.47 


3.24 
3.39 
4.00 
4.00 


Total 


113 


2.92 


3.20 


♦iircluding students at Santa Crua, 
incomplete. 


and studonta who vithdrev or received gravies of 



ERIC 
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